) looks unlikely to be met. Regulatory authorities and advisers such as the World Health Organization do recognize the need to take into account subgroups that are especially vulnerable, but clean and polluted air are seldom homogeneously distributed.
We may have come a long way in Europe from the infamous "great smog" (London, 1952) and the Meuse Valley disaster (Belgium, 1930), 4 but national wealth and industrialization usually go hand in hand. The workforce, blue collar and lower paid, that serves the factories still tends to live close by them (and the disaster in Bhopal, India, tragically illustrates the consequences of such closeness); the better-off white-collar plant managers go home to cleaner air. The United Kingdom's 19th century grand out-of-town residences and terraces of meaner back-to-back housing beneath city factory walls remind us that the division is a long-standing one. Within that division lies a complicating interaction. As Lipfert 5(p3) put it editorially, drawing together the many threads in the theme issue referred to above, "in addition to exacerbating exposures, poverty status may also involve increased susceptibility to environmental challenges by virtue of differences in underlying health status and access to medical care." And it gets worse, for "the poor will bear disproportionate shares of the economic burdens of any cost ineffective environmental regulations that unduly increase prices of housing, fuels, vehicles, or appliances." 5(p3) Good science linked to environmental justice can achieve only so much toward the goal of eliminating ill health associated with low air quality.
